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Art Unit: 3671 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office 
action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1 through 3, 6 through 11,13,14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Siepmann et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,568,008 B2) in view of Abu-Isa et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,013,089) and Under et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,582,463). 
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Siepmann et al. '008, as best seen in Figures 1 through 4, 6 and 8, show an articulating 
medical table, comprising: 
with regard to claims 1 and 14, 

a stationary base; 

a seat section (S) mounted atop said base; 

a back section (30) atop said base and cooperating with said seat section to support a 
patient thereon, said back section moveable between a first, inclined orientation relative to said 
seat section, for supporting a patient in a seated position, and a second orientation substantially 
parallel to said seat section, to support a patient in a generally supine position; and 

an actuating mechanism (42) coupled to said back section and selectively operable to 
move said back section between said first and second orientations; and 
with regard to claim 6, 

further comprising a procedure tray (10) slidably coupled to said base, said procedure 
tray moveable from a first position disposed substantially beneath said seat section and a second 
position wherein said procedure tray extends outwardly from said seat section. 

Siepmann et al. '008 fail to teach: 
with regard to claims 1,14 and 16, 

the seat section comprising: 

a seat frame including a planar surface with a central aperture therethrough, and 
a layer of web material extending directly across the central aperture and secured 

to the planar surface of the seat frame; 
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with regard to claim 2, 

the web material being formed of elastomer; 
with regard to claim 3, 

the web material being stretched approximately 10% to approximately 20% of its 
unstretched length when it is secured to the seat frame; 
with regard to claim 7, 

cushion material disposed over the web material; 
with regard to claim 8, 

the cushion material including a layer of foam material and upholstery cover layer; 
with regard to claim 9, 

the foam layer having a thickness of up to approximately 1 .0 inch; 
with regard to claim 10, 

the foam layer having a thickness of up to approximately 0.56 inch; 
with regard to claim 11, 

the foam layer having a thickness of less than approximately 0.5 inch; and 
with regard to claim 13, 

the central aperture of the seat frame having a width, transverse to a longitudinal 
direction of the table, of at least approximately 12.0 inches. 

Abu-Isa et al. '089, as best seen in Figures 1 through 4 and 7, show a seat assembly (A) 
comprising a frame (10) including a planar surface with a central aperture therethrough, and a 
layer of web material (18; col. 5, lines 58 through 65) extending directly across the central 



Application/Control Number: 10/711 ,754 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3671 

aperture and secured to the planar surface of the seat frame, wherein the central aperture is sized 
to permit deflection of the web material therethrough upon loading of the seat section. Abu-Isa 
et al. '089 teach the web material being formed of an elastomer and stretched approximately 10% 
when secured to the seat frame. 

Linder et al. '463, as best seen in Figures 5 through 7, teach a seat assembly (10) 
comprising a frame (60) including a planar surface with a central aperture therethrough, and a 
layer of web material (28) extending directly across the central aperture and secured to the planar 
surface of the seat frame, wherein the central aperture is sized to permit deflection of the web 
material therethrough upon loading of the seat section, and further comprising a cushion material 
disposed over the web material, the cushion material comprising a layer of foam and an 
upholstery cover layer (col. 3, lines 36 through 42), wherein the structure is preferred for its ease 
of assembly and lightweight, low cost construction. 

With regard to claims 1 through 3, 7, 8, 14 and 16, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the device taught by Siepmann 
et al. ' 008 by forming the backrest from such that it would include the frame structure, web 
material and cover layer as taught by Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463. The motivation 
would have been to effect a lightweight, low-cost seat assembly. 

With regard to claims 9 through 1 1 and 13, Applicant has not shown that the particular 
dimensions recited in the claims are critical or provide unexpected results. As such, the 
limitations are met by the device taught by the combination of Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et 
al. '089 and Linder et al. '463, which is capable of being manufactured to the claimed 
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dimensions. In re Woodruff, 919 F. 2d 1575, 16 USPQ2d 1934 (Fed. Cir. 1990). The motivation 
for making the cushion a desired thickness or the seat section a desired width would have been to 
provide for the comfort of a patient. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Siepmann et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,568,008 B2) in view of Abu-Isa et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,013,089) and Linder 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,582,463) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Weismiller 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,163,903). 

The combination of Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. ;089 and Linder et al. '903 fails 
to teach: 

with regard to claim 4, 

foot operated controls for activating the actuating mechanism. 

Weismiller et al. '903 claim (Claim 1) a chair bed comprising a frame and an articulated 
deck mounted on the frame, the articulated deck having head, foot and seat sections movable 
relative to each other, and further including a fluid system for articulating the deck sections. 
Weismiller et al. '903 further claim (Claim 21), an actuating mechanism for raising and lowering 
the deck head section, locking means and a foot pedal positioned for use by a caregiver for 
releasing the locking means, thereby activating the actuating mechanism. 

With regard to claim 4, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the device taught by the combination of Siepmann 
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et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463 such that it would further include a foot 
pedal as taught by Weismiller et al. '903 for the convenient use by a caregiver; i.e., a foot pedal 
would preclude manual lowering of a patient positioned on the medical table. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Siepmann et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,568,008 B2) in view of Abu-Isa et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,013,089) and Linder 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,582,463) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Douglass, 
Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No. 3,334,951). 

The combination of Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463 fails 
to teach: 

with regard to claim 5, 

a footboard slidably coupled to the base, the foot board being moveable from a first 
position disposed substantially beneath the seat section and a second position wherein the foot 
board extends outwardly from the seat section. 

Douglass, Jr. et al. '951, as best seen in Figures 1 and 12, show a medical examination 
table comprising a footboard (184) slidably coupled to a base (2), the footboard being moveable 
(col. 8, lines 51 through 63) from a first position disposed substantially beneath a seat section 
and a second position wherein the footboard extends outwardly from the seat section (3); and 
further including a procedure tray (74) slidably coupled to the base. 
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With regard to claim 5, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to further modify the device taught by the combination of 
Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463 such that it would further include 
a footboard as taught by Douglass, Jr. et al. '95 1 . The motivation would have been to provide 
support for a patient's feet. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Siepmann et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,568,008 B2) in view of Abu-Isa et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,013,089) and Linder 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,582,463) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Welling et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,880,189 B2). 

The combination of Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463 fails 
to teach: 

with regard to claim 12, 

a heater associated with at least one of the seat section and the back section. 

Welling et al. 6 189, as best seen in Figures 41 and 42, show a patient support comprising 
a heating layer (340) made of a resistive heating material. Moreover, Welling et al. ' 1 89 
expressly teach the selective association of the heating layer with different areas of the patient 
support (col. 28, lines 5 through 16). 

With regard to claim 12, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the device taught by the combination of 
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Siepmann et al. '008, Abu-Isa et al. '089 and Linder et al. '463 such that it would further include 
a heater as disclosed by Welling et al. ' 189. The motivation would have been to provide the 
medical table with means of warming a patient. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 through 14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. In response to Applicant's summary of the telephonic interview filed 28 June 2007, the 
Examiner notes the following: 

The Final Rejection mailed 01 June 2007 was in response to amended claims filed 03 
October 2006. These claims included independent claims 1, 14 and 15. Claim 15 was 
withdrawn from prosecution as being directed independent or distinct from the invention 
originally presented for examination. Claim 1 recited the term "open area" throughout. Claim 
14 recited both "open area" and "central aperture." The term "central aperture" was interpreted 
to mean open area. While Applicant's amendment necessitated new grounds of rejection, the 
Examiner opts to introduce additional, more relevant prior art into prosecution at this time. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tara L. Mayo whose telephone number is 571-272-6992. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas B. Will can be reached on 571-272-6998. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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